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1. BACKGROUND 


isi ~ Purpose 


The 1985 Housing Market Survey is a continuation of a series of 
rentatl housing market surveys. Rental market surveys were 
conducted by the Ministry of Housing between 1975 and 1982. A 
survey of home owners was also conducted in 1982. The Housing 
Policy and Program Development Branch of the Community Housing 
Wing in October 1985 sponsored the 1985 survey of home owners 
and private market tenants. 


The purpose of this survey is to produce information capable of 
supporting detailed analysis of current shelters) conditions 
experienced by specific ‘or6ups: 


ine Vsurvey “Ws Sestonew -iCoi- be a "research resource it orapoilticy 
and program analysis. The survey provides an empirical basis 
for the analysis of “problems in the current’ housing market. 

The survey contains over 100 measures which provide statistical 
details or: : 


shelter costs 
shelter type 
household characteristics 
The 1985 Housing Market Survey results have been compiled in the 


form of three volumes: 1) The Rental Market 2)- The Ownership 
Market and 3) Socio-Economic Characteristics. 


ae Ae 1985 Housing Market Survey Details 


The 1985 Housing Market Survey is the only information ‘source of 
its type. The survey offers high quality and reliableesinformation 
on the current Ontario housing market situation. Trete. commited 
from a “large ‘sample’of all private nouseholds*s fone stenlspecific 
urban areas and for the entire province. 


A random sample of renter and owner households in the following 


ten urban areas were interviewed by telephone: Hamilton, 
Kitchener, London, Oshawa, Ottawa, Sault Ste. Marie, Sudbury, 
Thunder Bay, Toronto, Windsor. The survey also contains a 
random sample for the remainder of Ontario. ~The total 


sample contains 5,948 renter and 4,735 owner households. 


Canadian Facts, a Toronto-based market research firm conducted 
the telephone survey work,data coding and editing. The Ministry's 
Policy and Program Development Branch is solely responsible for 
all data analysis. 


ie BACKGROUND 


These reports provide an analysis of selected data collected 
duning ¥October sigss. 


All previous surveys contain a 'core' of important market 
statistics mand’ ~tChesei985 BsSunvVeys;alsorcontainga similar, core. 
The statistics from the L985 surveys are generally 


comparable to «statistics >in the® previous reports. 


The core statistics are retained to enable time series analysis 
of important’) market statistics: However, market factors change 
over time. The 1985. survey content has been revised to better 
reflectxcurrent: issues. 


The survey sample | design) ~also weceivead major revision. In 
previous surveys, only seven metropolitan areas were surveyed. 
The*: Sample’ was® increased. ~to ten, areas.) in order ,to have. amore 
comprehensive picture of current conditions in local markets 
across the province. The metropolitan areas generally coincide 
with the Statistics Canada 'Census Metropolitan Area' boundaries. 


All areas of the province outside the ten metropolitan areas were 
also sampled. The addition of cases from across the Province 
allows calculation of true provincial level statistics. Case 
weights must be applied to calculate provincial statistics. 

1.3 Summary of Housing Market Survey Reports 

The information collected in the three reports makes available 
the most current data on Ontario's housing market situation. The 
major issues addressed in both surveys cover: 


a. The current cost of housing to home owners and tenants 


b. Affordability problems experienced by both tenants and 
home owners 


c. Maintenance and condition of the existing housing stock 


ad. Mobility of both home owners and tenants. 
The ownership and renter Surveys include general questions on: 
a. Socio-demographic measures such as household income, age 


and household mobility 


b. Mobility measures such as reasons for moving and 
choosing present accommodation 


c. Descriptive information on the types of accommodation in 
which people live, and on maintenance and upkeep. 


L- BACKGROUND 
The @i3562 Ownership Market Survey offers the following 
information: 
a. Social and financial characteristics of home owners: 
b. Comparison of social and financial characteristics 
between high and low gross debt service (GDS) ratio 


households 


c. Projected financial characteristics among households 
that”.willsrenew mortgages in the.next five years. 


dad. Renovation and home purchase plans. 


The 1985 Rental Market Survey offers the following information: 


a. The current rent levels during October 1985 
b. Rent increases between October 1984 and 1985 
c¢ Additional charges. for.utilities. and other .services 


dad. Tenant perceptions of building maintenance 
provided by landlords. 


The third volume (Socio-Economic Characteristics) offers 
a more detailed analysis. 


PS SUMMARY 


The following is a summary of highlights from the report. 


4. Mover and Non-Mover Groups 


Approximately 30 per cent of the respondents moved to 
a different rental dwelling since October 1984 
(see table 4.1). 


Non-mover households consider location (46 per cent) 
as the major reason for choosing to remain in their 
present accommodation. The second major reason was 
price (19.8 per cent) (see table 4.3). 


One-third of movers (31.5 per cent) considered 
location as the major reason for choosing their 
present accommodation followed by 17.4 per cent 
giving mostly personal reasons. Price was referenced 
in 13.3 per cent of cases (see table 4.4). 


Sm Rent Increases 


About 90 per cent of all renter households surveyed 
had rent increases between October 1984 and 

October 1985. Of these households 72.2. percent 

had rent increases of 7 per cent or less during the 
same period (see tables 5.2 and 5.3). 


The median per cent rent increases for all units in 
which an increase took place ranged from 4.0 per cent 
to 6.0 per cent by city (see table 5.1). The median 
increase for all units was 5.0 per cent across the 
province. 


6. Rent Levels 


Ottawa and Toronto have the highest percentage of 
households paying $750.00 and more for rent. 

in; Toronto; 2336 per cent of the ents were 3750.00 
Or More compared =to 3 per cent of the); rents in 
sudbury (see table 6.1). 


Across the province, median rents range from 
230000 “for a bachelor-unit to $566.00 for units 
with four or more bedrooms (see table 6.4). 


ie SUMMARY 


es Maintenance and Services 


More than 60 per cent of the respondents are satisfied 
with the level of maintenance and services. 

An additional 21.8 per cent consider the maintenance 
adequate; while 16.8 per cent rate maintenance as poor 
or very poor (see table 7.1). 


Two thirds of non-mover households (63.2 per cent) 
consider the current level to be unchanged while 
23.6 per cent indicate that the maintenance and 
services have improved (see table 7.2). 


8. Separate Charges 


Approximately 85 per cent of the respondents pay one or 
more separate charges (see table 8.1)... 


Cable television service is paid by 71.3 per cent of the 
respondents, followed by hydro with 53.5 per cent 
and parking with 24.5 per cent (see table 8.4). 


Households that pay separate charges have higher 
total rents (including separate charges) than 
households without separate charges 

(see table 8.5). . 


9); Intentions To Purchase A Home 


Almost half of the respondents (41.1 per cent) 
indicated that they intend to buy a home. 

Of scthisegqroupiczlin2zrperccentiplan to buy a home within 
12 months (see table 9.1). 


More than half of the respondents that are not 
considering purchasing homes (55.5 per cent) think homes 
"too expensive'; followed by 17 per cent that consider 
themselves 'too old' and 12.2 per cent are satisfied 
with renting (see table 9.2). 


Of the respondents that indicate interest in purchasing 
homes, 25.8 per cent are willing to make monthly 
mortgage payments of $750.00 and over 

(see table 9.4). 


However 40.7 per cent of those interested in 
purchasing a home have no down payment available, 
and 23.8 per cent have $5,000 or less 

(see table 9.5). 


2. SUMMARY 


ILO). Socio-Economic Characteristics 


A majority of renters (56.1 per cent) are under the 
age of 35 years (see table 10.1.1). 


Non- family households make up 4221 percent tof the 
rent population surveyed (see table 10.1.2.). 


Almost three quarters (73.4 per cent) pay less than 

30 per cent of their gross household incomes in rent. 

Less than 10 per cent (7.4 per cent) of renters experience 
rent-to-income ratios greater than 50 per cent 

(see table 10.2.1.). 


3. INTRODUCTION TO SURVEY RESULTS 


The objectives to the 1985 Rental Housing Market Survey are as 
follows: 


To determine rent» levels in selected cities. during October 
1984 and October 1985. 
To determine annual rent increases since October 1984. 


To determine how many tenants are experiencing 
affordability problems. 


To determine tenant perceptions of building maintenance 
provided by landlords. 


To determine’ tenant intentions to purchase a home: 


survey results are broken down) into’ the: following sections: 

4. mover and non-mover groups 

5. rent increases (non-movers) 

6. rent levels (all units) 

7. maintenance and services 

8. separate charges 

9. intentions to purchase a home 

10. socio-economic characteristics 

11. & 12. The technical appendix and definitions 
Each section provides a wide variety of Statistics. The 
statistics are generally presented for each metropolitan area and 
for the province as well. The results of statistical significance 
tests are also noted. Statistics identified by ‘'&' did not 


achieve statistical significance. 


The following points should be kept in mind when interpreting the 
statistics: 


The survey is of households, GOT, Wie TeGinleewl Wiles . Vacant units 
are not included in the sample. The rents for vacant units are 
not reflected in average rent and similar statistics. 


3. INTRODUCTION TO SURVEY RESULTS 


statistics reflect conditions in the private rental market. 
Households which live in units where the rents are subsidized by 
public or private agencies are not included in the sample. 


Population estimates are based upon 1981 Census counts of rental 
households minus the number of subsidized rental units. Current 
population estimates may be’ calculated, > by selecreing, ‘an 
appropriate household increase factor. 


4. MOVER AND NON-MOVER GROUPS 


"Non-mover" households are those households who occupied the 1985 


survey unit for a minimum of one year. "Mover" households, have 
moved during the period between October 1984 and October 1985. 
Information was collected from both "mover" and "non-mover" 
households. The distribution of mnon-mover households across 


cities and building size is important in Section 5 in the 
interpretation of rent-increases. 


HIGHLIGHTS 


Approximately 30 per cent of the respondents moved to a 


different rental dwelling since October 1984. 


Non-mover households are evenly distributed across the 


building size categories as outlined in table 4.2. 


Non-mover households consider location* (46 per cent) as 
the major reason for choosing their present accommodation. 


adhe second major reason was. price.** 


In table,4.4, 31.5.per cent of the movers considered 


location* as the major reason for choosing their 


present accommodation followed by 17.4 per cent giving 


mostly personal reasons. Price** was referenced 
in 13.3 per cent of cases. 


* 


The category 'location' includes responses which reference 


physical convenience as well as quality of the neighbourhood. 


xk 
The category 'price' includes responses which reference 
rent levels as well as affordability. 


TABLE 4.1 


HAMILTON 
KITCHENER 
LONDON 

OSHAWA, 

OTTAWA 

SAULT STE .MARIE 
SUDBURY 
THUNDER BAY 
TORONTO 
WINDSOR 


REMAINDER OF 
ONTARIO 


PROVINCE 


NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


NON-MOVERS 


RENTED SAME UNIT RESIDED IN 


72.2 


62.7 


595 


65.7 


60.6 


69.5 


72.0 


68.9 


RENTER MOBILITY DURING THE PERIOD OCTOBER 1984 TO OCTOBER 1985 


17.8 


29.0 


19.2 


22.6 


31.4 


24.0 


27.3 


20.1 


23.0 


12.3 


18.8 


RESIDED IN 


CITY 


8.3 


10.5 


10.5 


10.6 


14.2 


RESIDED OUTSIDE RESIDED OUTSIDE POPULATION 
SAME CITY ONTARIO, OTHER THE PROVINCE 


CANADA 


% vA 
i2 5 
1.4 152 
igh 5 
2.3 5 
5.4 6 
1.4 7 
6 2 
3.0 4 
2.4 9 

9 5 
1.6 --- 
232 . 5 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 


Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 


ESTIMATES 


58000 


34000 


40100 


14600 


82200 


6500 


14300 


10300 


364300 


23200 


257000 


904500 


SAMPLE 
SIZE 


429 


573 


417 


501 


430 


650 


571 


806 


5905 


10 


TABLE 4.2 


PER CENT NON-MOVERS BY BUILDING SIZE 


MULTIPLE DWELLING UNITS 


SINGLE/SEMI/ LESS THAN 6 TO 50 50 UNITS ALL POPULATION SAMPLE 
ROWHOUSE 6 UNITS UNITS AND OVER UNITS ESTIMATES SIZE 
METRO AREA 
% vA vA vA vA + + 
HAMILTON 76.6 64.5 6721 73.33 72. 41900 301 & 
KITCHENER 62.3 65.1 6221 63:59 63. 21700 267 & 
LONDON LS} JB) 59.4 62.2 60.6 60. 24400 338 & 
OSHAWA 58.1 67.6 73.2 67.6 64. 9500 264 & 
OTTAWA 59.9 62.3 65.6 70.6 65. 53900 325 & 
SAULT STE .MARIE 52.0 49.4 61.5 6.3 Bis 3600 229 & 
SUDBURY 62.2 63.6 63.3 7133 64. 9200 402 & 
THUNDER BAY 54.2 61.3 59.4 Tema 60. 6100 329 
TORONTO 63.1 65.2 66.0 Vd wi. 69. 250300 539 & 
WINDSOR ye, 54.8 68.8 69.1 67. 15600 372 
REMAINDER OF 69.3 72.3 T229 Tio Ta. 181200 366 & 
ONTARIO 
PROVINCE 65.5 67.4 68.2 71.8 68. 617200 3732 


& Differences are not statistically significant. 


NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 


Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 


1] 


TABLE 4.3 


HAMILTON 


KITCHENER 


SAULT STE.MARIE 


SUDBURY 


THUNDER BAY 


TORONTO 


WINDSOR 


REMAINDER OF 
ONTARIO 


PROVINCE 


NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 
Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 


LESS SPACE MORE SPACE 


REASONS FOR CHOOSING PRESENT ACCOMODATION (non-movers) 


LIKED 
NEIGHBOURHOOD 


10.9 


12.0 


10.8 


PRICE 


2569 


a) sak 


26.9 


23.4 


21.2 


ZorL 


26.3 


he yf) 


23.6 


16.9 


19.8 


CONVENIENT QUALITY OF 


LOCATION 


PAGE, 
30.2 
35.6 
24.6 
33.7 
32.0 
30.5 


24.9 


30.9 


33.8 


Sone 


UNIT 


ONLY OTHER POPULATION 


CHOICE 


14.9 


14.3 


16.8 


alfeyeak 


1252 


eee 


14.5 


14.6 


18.2 


14.6 


14.1 


11.0 


sbi) 


17.6 


12.9 


ESTIMATES 


41900 


21700 


24400 


9500 


53900 


3600 


9200 


6100 


250300 


15600 


181200 


617200 


3) All responses where rent levels or affordability are referenced are grouped in tke category 'Price.' 


SAMPLE 
SIZE 


304 


268 


340 


268 


329 


241 


385 


390 


3849 
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Dr RENT INCREASES 


This section determines the annual rent changes incurred by 


individual households since October 1984. Rent increase 
Statistics provide measures of rent change for units, not for 
occupants. Thus the rent increase statistics presented in the 
tables in this section include non-movers only. This section 
provides a breakdown of the number of households that have had 
rent increases; the per cent rent increase; and households that 


have had no rent increase. 


HIGHLIGHTS 


Approximately 90 per cent of all rental units had rent 
increases between October 1984 and October 1985. Of these 
units 74.4 had rent increases of 7 per cent or less 
during the same period. (see tables 5.2 and 5.3). 


Table 5.1 indicates that the median per cent increase for 
all units in which an increase took place (units with no 
rent increase were excluded) range from 4.0 per cent to 
6.0 per cent by city. The median increase was 6.0 per 
cent across the province. The Provincial median rent 
increase among all units was 5.0 per cent. 


The distribution of rent increases by income is presented 
in table 5.5. The distributions for low and high income 
Groups were simi lag inal cities. 
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TABLE 5.1 


MEDIAN PER CENT 
INCREASE AMONG 


MEDIAN AND AVERAGE PER CENT RENT INCREASES AMONG NON-MOVERS, OCTOBER 1984 TO OCTOBER 1985 


UNITS WITH 


* RENT INCREASES 


METRO AREA 
AVERAGE 
he fo 

HAMILTON 7.3 6. 
KITCHENER 8.1 6. 
LONDON 6.2 6. 
OSHAWA 8.7 6 
OTTAWA 1007 6. 
SAULT STE.MARIE 7.4 4 
SUDBURY 5.3 3 
THUNDER BAY 5.4 5 
TORONTO 7.3 6 
WINDSOR 8.8 6 
REMAINDER OF 4.4 4. 
ONTARIO 

PROVINCE 6.7 6. 


= Excludes units with 
** Includes units with 


NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 


no rent increase 


rent increase 


MEDIAN 


SAMPLE 
SIZE 


209 


284 


231 


256 


176 


338 


339 


3127 


MEDIAN PER CENT 


INCREASE AMONG 
** ALL UNITS 


SAMPLE 
SIZE 


232 


324 


253 


287 


231 


397 


324 


510 


368 


378 


3569 


Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 


POPULATION 
ESTIMATES 


41900 


21700 


24400 


9500 


53900 


3600 


9200 


6100 


250300 


15600 


181200 


617200 


ies 


TABLE 5.2 


HAMILTON 


KITCHENER 


LONDON 


OSHAWA. 


OTTAWA 


SAULT STE .MARIE 


SUDBURY 


THUNDER BAY 


TORONTO 


WINDSOR 


REMAINDER OF 


ONTARIO 


PROVINCE 


& Differences are not statistically significant. 


NOTES 


no rent increase 


rent increase 


no rent increase 


rent increase 


no rent increase 


rent increase 


no rent increase 


rent increase 


no rent increase 


rent increase 


no rent increase 
rent increase 


no rent increase 


rent increase 


no rent increase 


rent increase 


no rent increase 


rent increase 


no rent increase 


rent increase 


no rent increase 


rent increase 


no rent increase 


rent increase 


PERCENTAGE OF UNITS WITH NO RENT INCREASE BY BUILDING SIZE (non-movers) 


SINGLE/SEMI/ SAMPLE 


ROWHOUSE 


10:9 
89.1 


SIZE 


ats) 


107 


144 
981 


LESS THAN SAMPLE 


6 UNITS SIZE 

% # 
2252 4 
77.8 14 
slat at 4 
88.9 32 
18.4 Y 
81.6 3) 
16.7 4 
83.3 20 
10.5 4 
89.5 34 
38.5 Anes 
Giso 24 
18 18 
81 WATE 
22.2 12 
77.8 42 
3750 10 
63.0 a7 
UP PA 6 
87.8 43 
10.2 8 
89.8 68 
16.6 92 
83.4 402 


6 UNITS 
OR MORE 


Chipat 


SAMPLE 
SIZE 


130, 


120 


326 


176 


116 


z2 
1663 


POPULATION 
ESTIMATES 


21700 & 


24400 


9500 & 


53900 & 


3600 


9200 & 


6100 


250300 


15600 


181200 


617200 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 


Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 
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TABLE 5.3 . DISTRIBUTION OF PER CENT RENT INCREASE (non-movers) 


0% <2% 2-5% 6-7% 8- 10% 11 - 20% 21 - 29% 30% AND POPULATION SAMPLE 
OVER ESTIMATES SIZE 
METRO AREA 
vs % % vA yA A % % + + 
HAMILTON 10.9 13:7 23.8 36.6 7.5 6.0 1.5 1.9 41900 265 
KITCHENER 9.9 7.8 20.3 38.4 11.6 9.9 4 1.7 21700 232 
LONDON pe i Tact 16.4 43.2 9.3 5.6 ae 3 24400 324 
OSHAWA 8.7 13.4 25.7 32.0 9.1 8.3 4 2.4 9500 253 
OTTAWA 10.8 9.4 26.8 34.8 9.1 7.0 1.0 1.0 53900 287 
SAULT STE.MARIE 23.8 23.8 28 .6 14.7 4.8 2 52 4 int 3600 231 
SUDBURY 14.9 24.4 21.9 24.2 7.6 6.3 8 --- 9200 397 
THUNDER BAY 14.5 22.8 22.5 25.0 6.8 Tok 6 6 6100 324 
TORONTO 12.4 7.6 23.3 34.9 11.6 Re 2.0 1.0 250300 510 
WINDSOR 9.2 17.9 14.1 27.7 9.5 16.8 3.0 1.6 15600 368 
REMAINDER OF 10.3 27.6 30.1 24.9 5.1 2.0 --- --- 181200 333 
ONTARIO 
PROVINCE 11.4 15.3 25.2 31.7 8.8 5.8 5 | 0.8 617200 3524 
NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 
Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 
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TABLE 5.5 . PER CENT RENT INCREASE BY ANNUAL HOUSEHOLD INCOME (non-movers) 


2 ANU eee OL (Ol ee Sea LO Lem 20% 2leaee9y..) 30% AND POPULATION SAMPLE 


LESS OVER ESTIMATES SIZE 
METRO AREA 
% he % h vA vs he # + 
HAMILTON less than $20,000 15:5 23.7 41.2 8.2 $.2 3.1 3.1 41900 97 & 
$20,000 and over 25.8 25.0 32.8 6.3 8.6 8 8 128 
KITCHENER less than $20,000 17.8 1333 35.6 18.9 14.4 ec} ie 21700 90 & 
$20,000 and over 16.7 24.5 — 37.3 7.8 9.8 staly) 2.9 102 
LONDON less than $20,000 24.6 15.2 49.3 Wea 2.2 Cid eit 24400 138 & 
$20,000 and over 24.6 17.4 39.1 10.9 8.0 255 ate 138 
OSHAWA less than $20,000 137 20.5 35.6 L738 6.8 Sas Seo) 9500 73 
$20,000 and over 24.5 27.0 31.9 5.5 ehsi74 a) ihe 163 
OTTAWA less than $20,000 21.5 16.9 35.4 9.2 13.8 iS: shel 53900 65 & 
$20,000 and over 20.0 3179 34.1 8.1 4.3 a Weak a) 185 
SAULT STE. less than $20,000 52.7 21.5 a hee 6.5 al al abeel 2.2 3600, 93 & 
MARIE $20,000 and over 44.1 34.3 133.7 2.9 2.9 <= 2.0 102 
SUDBURY less than $20,000 36.9 25.5 22.9 7.6 6.4 1.3 oa 9200 157 & 
$20,000 and over 38.0 LSS 26.7 9.2 6.4 SENS ae 187 
THUNDER BAY less than $20,000 36.5 20.9 27.8 ef) 7.8 rare ain 6100 115 & 
$20,000 and over 35.53 24.4 25.0 5.8 finee 1.3 LS 156 
TORONTO less than $20,000 18.8 15.6 36.7 15.6 8.6 3.9 8 250300 128 
$20,000 and over 19.8 26.8 33.2 10.4 ted 1.3 ae 298 
WINDSOR less than $20,000 24.8 away, 32.4 9.0 151.9 4.8 1.4 15600 145 & 
$20,000 and over 26.3 15.6 24.6 10.2 19e2 2.4 8 167 
REMAINDER OF less than $20,000 35.9 SO 7, 19.8 2.3 2.2 0 sel 181200 170 
ONTARIO $20,000 and over 33.4 24.9 27.7 10.4 3.5 od 0 110 
PROVINCE less than $20,000 26.9 26.4 29.9 8.5 6.0 AeA att 617200 1271 
$20,000 and over 23.7 ZO 32.0 9.6 6.9 1.0 6 1736 


& Differences are not statistically siqnificant. 


NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 
Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 


1S) 


6; SRENTSLEVELS 


This section presents the October 1985 rent levels of all units 
(movers and non-movers). The rent distribution is broken down by 


first, looking abuyall untts bys city by buildadingesize, income and 
bedroom count. 


HIGHLIGHTS 


fable Gs presentstrentwlevels by ccity. Tnealoronto 
47.3 per cent of the rents are $550.00 and over, 


compared to 48.8 per cent of (the rents in;Sudbury, 
that are $349.00 and) less: 


Table 6.4 indicates that median rents range from 


$300.00% forta bachelors to S566. 00efor amnituwith 
four or more bedrooms throughout the province. 
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TABLE 6.1 . OCTOBER 1985 RENT DISTRIBUTION (ALL UNITS) 


LOW THRU’ $250.00 $350.00 $425.00 $550.00 $625.00 $750.00 POPULATION SAMPLE 


$249.00 $349.00 $424.00 $549.00 $624.00 $749.00 THRU HIGH ESTIMATES SIZE 

METRO AREA 
io ve io % % he he # + 

HAMILTON 8.6 28.9 26.1 23.0 5.6 6.2 1.8 58000 395 
KITCHENER Shae 28.5 30.0 22.1 4.0 3.2 2.5 34000 403 
LONDON Gow 29.9 25.2 24.2 he 5.2 2.0 40100 559 
OSHAWA, 4.0 5 be BS 20.7 36.2 10.7 12.0 5.0 14600 401 
OTTAWA sess, 10.4 18.8 28.2 11.3 16.5 12.9 82200 479 
SAULT STE .MARIE 10.4 24.3 2000 28.1 510 eh.) He} 6500 424 
SUDBURY 19.2 29.6 PT) 15.4 Bing 2.5 23 14300 631 
THUNDER BAY 11.4 16.4 20.3 3150 Lt 6 Ta 1.6 10300 561 
TORONTO Sa 8.4 18.7 32.2 10.4 13.3 13.6 364300 Bag, 
WINDSOR 12.9 25.7 21.4 26.3 8.9 3.8 alia 23200 560 
REMAINDER OF 14.4 25.8 32.1 21.0 $.8 ed; 8 257000 533 
ONTARIO 
PROVINCE ice 17.6 24.1 26.9 8.3 8.0 O58) 904500 5723 
NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 
Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 
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TABLE 6.4 


BACHELOR ONE BEDROOM TWO BEDROOM THREE BEDROOM FOUR BEDROOM + TOTAL 
METRO AREA 
HAMILTON Aver .Rent $229.00 $336.00 $414.00 $520.00 $573.00 $406.00 
Median Rent $225.00 $324.00 $410.00 $513.00 $540.00 $387.00 
KITCHENER Aver .Rent $298.00 $310.00 $399.00 $497.00 $654.00 $400.00 
Median Rent $265.00 $314.00 $379.00 $479.00 $624.00 $375.00 
LONDON Aver .Rent $288.00 $330.00 $421.00 $528.00 $657.00 $414.00 
Median Rent $268.00 $328.00 $410.00 $534.00 $619.00 $394.00 
OSHAWA Aver .Rent $420.00 $395.00 $453.00 $596 .00 $644.00 $487 .00 
Median Rent $310.00 $379.00 $447.00 $610.00 $656.00 $462.00 
OTTAWA Aver .Rent $337.00 $424.00 $524.00 $685 .00 $848.00 $541.00 
Median Rent $340.00 $420.00 $499.00 $687.00 $790.00 $503.00 
SAULT STE.MARIE Aver.Rent $283.00 $343.00 $414.00 $454.00 $459.00 $395.00 
Median Rent $284.00 $342.00 $415.00 $455 .00 $454.00 $386.00 
SUDBURY Aver .Rent $233.00 $295.00 $357.00 $446 .00 $454.00 $359.00 
Median Rent $228.00 $282.00 $357.00 $433.00 $515.00 $350.00 
THUNDER BAY Aver .Rent $262.00 $340.00 $464.00 $535.00 $635.00 $433.00 
Median Rent $250.00 $350.00 $469.00 $554.00 $663.00 $431.00 
TORONTO Aver .Rent $332.00 $448.00 $537.00 $725.00 $915.00 $545 .00 
Median Rent $322.00 $415.00 $505.00 $692.00 $833.00 $492.00 
WINDSOR Aver .Rent $235.00 $352.00 $424.00 $475 .00 $490.00 $400.00 
Median Rent $233.00 $330.00 $399.00 $451.00 $469.00 $380.00 
REMAINDER OF Aver .Rent $201.00 $333.00 $374.00 $430 .00 $387.00 $373.00 
ONTARIO Median Rent $248.00 $331.00 $378.00 $410.00 $400.00 $368 .00 
PROVINCE Aver .Rent $306.00 $391.00 $454.00 $591.00 $616.00 $465 .00 
Median Rent $300.00 $374.00 $432.00 $584.00 $566.00 $426 .00 
NOTES 


OCTOBER 1985 AVERAGE AND MEDIAN RENT BY BEDROOM COUNT 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 
Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 
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TABLE 6.5.A . DISTRIBUTION OF RENT BY BEDROOM COUNT 


HAMILTON 


ONE TWO THREE FOUR + SAMP 
BACHELOR BEDROOM BEDROOM BEDROOM BEDROOM OTHER SIZE 


x % x x % x + 

LOW THRU $249. 20.6 44.1 17.6 14.7 2.9 --- 34 

$250. - $349. 4.4 70.2 19.3 3.5 9 1.8 114 

$350. - $424. --- 35.9 53.4 10.7 --- --- 103 

$425. - $549. --- 8.8 53.8 33.0 4.4 --- 91 

$550. - $624. --- 18.2 18.2 59.1 4.5 --- 22 

$625. - $749. --- 8.3 20.8 58.3 8.3 4.2 24 

$750. THRU HIGH --- --- --- --- --- --- 7 

KITCHENER 
BACHELOR BEDROOM BEDROOM © BEDROGM BEDROOM «= STZE" 

CecOy 46) ERE) a a a se a a 
x x x x x a 
LOW THRU $249. 10.3 71.8 15.4 --- 2.6 39 
$250. - $349. 2.6 45.2 45.2 7.0 --- 115 
$350. - $424. --- 20.7 66.9 9.9 2.5 121 
$425. - $549, --- 6.7 58.4 31.5 3.4 89 
$550. - $624. --- --- 25.0 62.5 12.5 16 
$625. - $749. 7.7 --- --- 69.2 23.1 13 
$750. THRU HIGH --- 10.0 20.0 20.0 50.0 10 

NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 
Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 


LONDON 
BACHELOR BEDROOM BEDROOM © BEDROOM BEDROOM SSZE™ 

RMU LS RNa... )~«( oe, CL .  e 

% x % rs % % # 
LOW THRU $249. 17.6 58.8 17.6 9 = aes 34 
$250. - $349. 5.4 Sq) 32.3 6 6 6 167 
$350. - $424. <== 40.4 53.9 a) oe sr 141 
$425. - $549. 225 8.1 56.3 32.6 3.0 Sas 135 
$550. - $624. a= See 21.4 69.0 9.5 ack 42 
$625. - $749. 3.4 3.4 31.0 44.8 yee es 29 
$750. THRU HIGH sae Sas 45.5 27.3 27.3 Bee slp 

OSHAWA 
BACHELOR BEDROOM BEDROOM © -BELROOM BEDROOM SIZE 
OCROMERC SSS RENT, G8, ce he ca ek ee ee ee ee 
x % x x % % # 

LOW THRU $249. 12.5 31.3 37.5 12.5 a 6.3 16 
$250. - $349. 8.7 58.7 19.6 13.0 soe = 46 
$350. - $424. hr} 37.3 50.6 9.6 7} === 83 
$425. - $549. ace 22.8 54.5 21.4 1.4 === 145 
$550. - $624. =—= 4.7 32.6 55.8 7.0 — 43 
$625. - $749. oe <<- TES 77.1 8.3 and 48 
$750. THRU HIGH 10.0 5.0 10.0 60.0 15.0 = 20 


NOTES 


TABLE 6.5.B 


DISTRIBUTION OF RENT BY BEDROOM COUNT 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Population estimates equal 


the number of p 


Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census 


rivate market rental households. 
statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 
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TABLE 6.5.C . DISTRIBUTION OF RENT BY BEDROOM COUNT 


OTTAWA 
BACHELOR BEDROOM BEDROOM BEDROOM BEDROOM OS STE 

OCTOBER; L9GS REN) qi ccna Maas oe eS eA i ena era 

x x x x x v4 + 
LOW THRU $249. =a we === a sa === 9 
$250. - $349. 20.0 48.0 20.0 12.0 aoe === 50 
$350. - $424, 10.0 55.6 26.7 ay p< Thott 90 
$425. - $549. au! 41.5 49.6 aa ae at 135 
$550. - $624. — 24.1 37.0 37.0 1.9 <== 54 
$625. - $749. Sos 1.3 36.7 58.2 3.8 ae 79 
$750. THRU HIGH OE te 8.1 71.0 19.4 1.6 62 

SAULT STE. MARIE 
BACHELOR BEDROOM BEDROOM BEDROOM BEDROOM an “SIZE 

OCTOBER LOGS. ENT sgh cst 00 me AO a pe oS a nr 

x x x x x x + 
LOW THRU $249. 11.4 50.0 25.0 rl 4.5 eee 44 
$250. - $349. 5.8 46.6 35.9 7 1.0 1.0 103 
$350. - $424. 8 35.0 Sic7 12.5 2ES == 120 
$425. - $549. 8 13.4 $7.1 26.9 hee =i 119 
$550. - $624. eed 19.0 42.9 33.3 4.8 os 21 
$625. - $749. =-= === 60.0 26.7 13.3 == 15 
$750. THRU HIGH —— 50.0 —— 50.0 2s oc 2 

NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 
Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 


TABLE 6.5.D . DISTRIBUTION OF RENT BY BEDROOM COUNT 


a 


SUDBURY 
BACHELOR BEDROOM BEDROOM BEDROOM BEDROOM OTHER SaYcES 
OCTOBER 1985S RENT 

% % vs % % % + 
LOW THRU $249. 10.7 50.4 30.6 6.6 vere EE? 121 
$250. - $349. 6.4 38.0 44.4 8.6 2.7 DG 187 
$350. - $424 . -6 13.7 58.9 24.6 2.3 id 175 
$425. - $549. Se 10.3 38.1 43.3 6.2 2.1 97 
$550. - $624. ote! 3.0 30.3 57.6 ee! a 33 
$625. - $749. Ooi 6.3 18.8 56.3 18.8 —- 16 
$750. THRU HIGH cs <= SS re ieee mien 2 

THUNDER 

BAY 


ONE TWO THREE FOUR + SAMPLE 
BACHELOR BEDROOM BEDROOM BEDROOM BEDROOM OTHER SIZE 


i 


OCTOBER 1985 RENT 


% % % % % % # 
LOW THRU $249. 14.1 56.3 15.6 7.8 16 4.7 64 
$250. - $349. 4.3 68.5 15.2 10.9 1 oO 92 
$350. - $424 . 1.8 54.4 36.0 7.0 9 === 114 
$425. - $549. === 20.1 60.3 17.8 U sas 174 
$550. - $624. ooo 3.1 52.3 40.0 6 aS 65 
$625. - $749. ciel 2.3 18.6 60.5 18.6 te 43 
$750. THRU HIGH === ios ae == eae ona 9 


NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Regret a estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 
Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 


TABLE 6.5.E DISTRIBUTION OF RENT BY BEDROOM COUNT 


TORONTO 
ONE TWO THREE FOUR + SAMPLE 
BACHELOR BEDROOM BEDROOM BEDROOM BEDROOM OTHER SIZE 


x x x x x % + 
LOW THRU $249. 44.4 37.0 14.8 3.7 a <a 27 
$250. - $349. 23.1 61.5 9.2 4.6 siren 1.5 65 
$350. - $424. 7.6 $8.6 31.7 1.4 =a 7 145 
$425. - $549. 2.4 34.4 54.8 8.0 — 4 250 
$550. - $624. 1.2 19.8 49.4 24.7 4.9 ae 81 
$625. - $749. <= 8 39.8 50.5 1.9 == 103 
$750. THRU HIGH “9 b) 21.7 50.9 17.0 9 106 
WINDSOR 
BACHELOR BEDROOM BEDROOM BEDROOM BEDROOM SoTDES 
OCTOBER 1985 RENT 
x % x x x # 
LOW THRU $249. 20.8 51.4 20.8 -6 1.4 72 
$250. - $349. 6.3 53.5 34.0 6 oil! 144 
$350. - $424. i 35.8 47.5 15.8 .8 120 
$425. - $549. assem 25.9 40.8 yy ae) -4 147 
$550. - $624. Sack 22.0 44.0 30.0 a) 50 
$625. - $749. =a< 9.5 38.1 42.9 o.S 21 
$750. THRU HICH aes bea === ne <— 6 
NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 
Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 
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TABLE 6.5.F . DISTRIBUTION OF RENT BY BEDROOM COUNT 


REMAINDER OF 
ONTARIO 
BACHELOR BEDROOM BEDROOM BEDROOM BEDROOM OTHER “ST ZE" 
OCTOBER 1985 RENT 
% % % x * % + 
LOW THRU $249. 9.9 49.8 20.2 10.1 9.8 2 77 
$250. - $349. 2 30.8 52.2 11.3 5.4 --- 138 
$350. - $424. 1 15.6 62.1 19.9 253 --- 171 
$425. - $549. 0 16.8 51.9 ate 10.2 --- 112 
$550. - $624. --- 3 1.3 86.3 12.1 --- 31 
$625. - $749. --- --- --- --- --- --- 
$750. THRU HIGH --- --- --- --- --- --- 4 
PROVINCE 


ONE Two THREE FOUR + 
BACHELOR BEDROOM BEDROOM BEDROOM BEDROOM OTHER SIZE 
OCTOBER 1985 RENT 


x x x 74 x % * 
LOW THRU $249. 18.0 48.6 18.8 8.4 6.0 .2 538 
$250. - $349. Ved 46.4 35.2 8.2 2.6 ) 1221 
$350. - $424. 2 35.8 48.5 11.1 pe 3 1383 
$425. - $549. 1.2 26.8 $3.4 15.4 3.0 .2 1494 
$550. - $624. 6 14.5 34.8 43.8 6.3 oe 458 
$625. - $749. 2 6.1 36.5 52.9 4.0 3 392 
$750. THRU HIGH 8 9.4 18.8 52.5 17.6 1.0 239 


NOTES 
1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Eopeseeser estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 
Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 
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7. MAINTENANCE AND SERVICES 


In this survey data was collected regarding tenant perceptions 


about the general level of maintenance and services in their 
building. 


HIGHLIGHTS 


Table* 71 iIndicates~that over 60°per cent” “of 

the -respondents~ are satisfied. withthe. .level.of 
maintenance and services. An additional 21.8 per cent 
consider the maintenance adequate; while 16.8 per cent 
rate maintenance as poor or very poor. 


Table 7.2 indicates that 63.2 per cent of respondents 
consider the current level to be unchanged while 23.6 


per cent indicate that the maintenance and services have 
improved. 


Sel 


TABLE 7.1. . CURRENT LEVEL OF MAINTENANCE AND SERVICES - TENANT PERCEPTION 


VERY VERY POPULATION SAMPLE 

GooD GOoD ADEQUATE POOR POOR ESTIMATES SIZE 
nnn ne EEE EEE EEE SSEEES SE 
METRO AREA 

h vA he vA % + # 

HAMILTON 33.2 30.8 21.2 8.0 7.0 58000 413 
KITCHENER 28.5 30.0 24.8 10.1 6.6 34000 424 
LONDON 3173 2967 25.1 8.1 58 40100 569 
OSHAWA 30.8 ~ 29.9 22.9 10.4 6.0 14600 415 
OTTAWA 30.3 28.3 26.7 10.4 4.3 82200 491 
SAULT STE .MARIE 37.6 31.1 20.5 6.6 4.2 6500 425 
SUDBURY 3o.9 28.0 20.7 10.5 4.8 14300 646 
THUNDER BAY 31.1 30.2 24.3 9.3 meal 10300 569 
TORONTO 28.0 28.8 24.5 11.2 Was) 364300 801 
WINDSOR 28.8 31.4 25.6 7.8 6.4 23200 563 
REMAINDER OF 34.0 34.6 15.2 7.8 8.4 257000 541 
ONTARIO 
PROVINCE 30.7 30.8 21.8 9.6 7.2 904500 5857 


NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 
Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 
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TABLE 7.2. . CHANGES IN LEVEL OF MAINTENANCE AND SERVICES - TENANT PERCEPTION (non-movers) 


GREATLY SOMEWHAT NOT SOMEWHAT GREATLY POPULATION SAMPLE 

IMPROVED IMPROVED CHANGED DETERIORATED DETERIORATED ESTIMATES SIZE 
METRO AREA 

vs ve he vs he # # 
HAMILTON 5.0 14.0 LANE 6.3 4.0 41900 300 
KITCHENER 2.6 18.0 68.8 8.6 pos) 21700 266 
LONDON 3.6 12.8 68.2 21:.,0 4.5 24400 B37 
OSHAWA 3.7 15.3 68.7 8.6 Sh) 9500 268 
OTTAWA Sink 11 }4: 70.1 12.0 2.8 53900 324 
SAULT STE. MARIE pare 17.0 68.9 4.3 2.6 3600 235 
SUDBURY 740 17.5 66.5 yO) lzayy 9200 412 
THUNDER BAY Z<9 Bi Toee 9.3 aS) 6100 343 
TORONTO 4.7 16.8 62.8 ot ES 4.0 250300 554 
WINDSOR 6.8 18.3 63.4 9.4 ind 15600 383 
REMAINDER OF 4.0 27.4 LS 7.0 3.9 181200 386 
ONTARIO 
PROVINCE 4.4 Laz 63.2 9.6 SI57/ 617200 3808 
NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 
Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 
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8. SEPARATE CHARGES 


The following tables demonstrate the frequency of separate 
payments for such services such as nydro,. water, oil), gas, cable, 
parking etc. Only where these services were paid separately and 
not to the landlord was the respondent considered to have 
actually paid. for ia ubilicy immaddi tionGto- chelitepasic rent: 


HIGHLIGHTS 


Approximately 85 per cent of the respondents pay one or 
more separate charges. 


Respondents that pay separate charges are evenly 
distributed by building size. 


The largest per cent of respondents that pay for 
hydro separately (48.7) per cent live in single/semi 
and row houses. 


Cable ‘television is paid by 71.3" per cent’ of the 
respondents, followed by hydro with 53.5 per cent 
and parking with 24.5 per cent. 


Households that pay separate charges have higher 
rents than households without separate 
charges. 
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TABLE 8.1 


METRO AREA 


SAULT STE .MARIE 


SUDBURY 


THUNDER BAY 


TORONTO 


WINDSOR 


REMAINDER OF 
ONTARIO 


PROVINCE 


NOTES 


NUMBER OF CHARGES PAID IN ADDITION TO BASIC RENT 


15.0 


12.4 


by fen = 


12.6 


14.0 


L950 


35.0 


12.6 


15,07, 


ONE 


CHARGES 


xe 


28.3 


39.9 


36.5 


33.8 


21.6 


30.6 


32.4 


30.4 


35.7 


32.6 


Two 
CHARGES 


x 


3235 


29.4 


26.5 


25.2 


24.7 


33.67 


7h 


30.4 


18.9 


24.8 


28 a7 


THREE 
CHARGES 


18.8 


10.3 


12.6 


12.9 


25:3 


15.1 


14.8 


14.4 


12).7 


19.4 


14.7 


FOUR OR 
MORE CHARGES 


SS) 


L074 


11.2 


13.6 


POPULATION 
ESTIMATES 


58000 


34000 


40100 


14600 


82200 


6500 


14300 


10300 


364300 


23200 


257000 


904500 


SAMP. 


LE 


SIZE 


429 


573 


417 


501 


430 


650 


S7i 


806 


566 


541 


5905 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 


Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 
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TABLE 8.2 . CHARGES PAID SEPARATELY IN ADDITION TO BASIC RENT BY BUILDING SIZE 


BUILDING NO CHARGES CHARGES POPULATION SAMPLE 

SIZE PAID SEPARATELY PAID SEPARATELY ESTIMATES SIZE 

nn ee ee Ee 
METRO AREA 4 vA < + 
HAMILTON single/semi/row 15.0 85.0 58000 107 & 

less than 6 units 19.4 80.6 31 

6 units or more 14.0 86.0 278 

KITCHENER single/semi/row 2S 87.7 34000 122 
less than 6 units 6.3 93.7 63 

6 units or more BLSIEE) 86.1 238 

LONDON single/semi/row 6.0 94.0 40100 167 
less than 6 units ons 93.8 64 

6 units or more 26.1 73.9 329 

OSHAWA, single/semi/row 13.8 86.3 14600 160 
less than 6 units 16.2 83.8 37 

6 units or more 21.4 78.6 210 

OTTAWA single/semi/row 3.9 96.1 82200 52) 
less than 6 units Tae 92.8 69 

6 units or more 8.7 9173 275 

SAULT STE .MARIE single/semi/row a Es HERS 88.5 6500 148 
less than 6 units Si: 94.9 79 

6 units or more 17.4 82.6 184 

SUDBURY single/semi/row 8.7 ohles} 14300 241 
less than 6 units 9.1 90.9 154 

6 units or more 9.3 90.57, ae 

THUNDER BAY single/semi/row 13.4 86.6 10300 238 
less than 6 units LGne 83.9 93 

6 units or more 13.4 86.6 217 

TORONTO single/semi/row L6A9 SSo 364300 195 
less than 6 units 19.6 80.4 46 

6 units or more 20.3 TET 538 

WINDSOR single/semi/row tS ts ERS) 23200 G7L 
less than 6 units 226 77.4 93 

6 units or more SORz 49.8 287 

REMAINDER OF single/semi/row yap: 92.8 257000 Waly) 
ONTARIO less than 6 units 70 93.0 110 
6 units or more Ze ie hats} 185 

PROVINCE single/semi/row alt Ane 88.9 904500 1918 
less than six units 10.6 89.4 839 

6 units or more 19.6 80.4 2968 


& Differences are not statistically significant. 


NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 
2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 

Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 
3) Duplexes included in the 'less than 6 units’! category . 


TABLE 8.3 . UNITS WHERE HYDRO PAID SEPARATELY BY BUILDING SIZE 


SINGLE/ LESS THAN 6 -50 50 UNITS 


SEMI /ROW- 6 AND POPULATION SAMPLE 

HOUSE UNITS UNITS OVER ESTIMATES SIZE 
METRO AREA 

- % vs 7 + # 

HAMILTON 31.0 6.5 20.2 42.3 58000 248 
KITCHENER 50.6 23.5 Bahay 4.2 34000 166 
LONDON 52.2 16.1 19.0 a7, 40100 205 
OSHAWA 64.4 14.1 17.2 te 4.3 14600 163 
OTTAWA 44.8 18.5 15.5 2122 82200 297 
SAULT STE.MARIE 54.1 24.8 15.8 5.3 6500 133 
SUDBURY 46.7 2791 16.6 9.5 14300 398 
THUNDER BAY 52.2 17.6 20.2 10.0 10300 341 
TORONTO ATE. 9.8 20.8 22ee 364300 265 
WINDSOR 52.9 27.5 14.3 5.3 23200 189 
REMAINDER OF 54.7 28.1 12.9 4.3 257000 271 
ONTARIO 
PROVINCE 48.7 18.3 ite 15.8 904500 2676 


NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 
Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 


TABLE 8.4 . TYPE OF SERVICE PAID 


POPULATION SAMPLE 


WATER HYDRO GAS OIL CABLE PARKING OTHER ESTIMATES SIZE 

METRO AREA 

vA vi fo vA vA h % # # 
HAMILTON 7.0 69.6 16.2 3.3 V2e7 279 5.6 58000 359 
KITCHENER 14.1 44.9 14.6 6.1 87.8 12.8 Sine 34000 376 
LONDON 12-5 44.9 ie) 8) if) 82.2 10.0 16.5 40100 472 
OSHAWA Loi 46.8 10.5 11.0 oP) Baksh 8.3 14600 363 
OTTAWA 13.8 64.7 16.8 8.2 86.5 34.8 4.7 82200 465 
SAULT STE.MARIE 19.4 Sn IAS 7.4 B5z9 $.6 22.8 6500 377 
SUDBURY 13.8 70.7 13.6 The} 75.0 Ne % 5.4 14300 588 
THUNDER BAY 19.8 apysat 28.1 <}5¢/ 76.8 8.4 a) 10300 491 
TORONTO sls) 43.4 14.8 4.3 70.7 41.8 WAS 364300 655 
WINDSOR 19-3 Sank 40.9 Ls6 = 24.2 23.3 18.7 23200 369 
REMAINDER OF Bey / 60.8 Loe, 18.1 65.3 Sine 17.0 257000 473 
ONTARTO 
PROVINCE Ze 53.5 L7e3 8.7 Paes 24.5 8.9 904500 4988 

NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 
Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 
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TABLE 8.5 . AVERAGE RENT BY CHARGES PAID SEPARATELY 


PAY ONE OR 
MORE CHARGES DO NOT PAY 
SEPARATELY : . ANY CHARGES 
AVERAGE POPULATION SAMPLE AVERAGE POPULATION SAMPLE 
RENT ESTIMATE SIZE RENT ESTIMATE SIZE 

METRO AREA $ a # $ # # 
HAMILTON $418.00 58000 338 $337.00 58000 57 
KITCHENER $403.00 34000 354 $374.00 34000 49 & 
LONDON $425.00 40100 462 $362.00 40100 97 
OSHAWA, $498.00 14600 331 $433.00 14600 70 
OTTAWA $553.00 82200 444 $396.00 82200 35 
SAULT STE.MARIE $403.00 6500 372 $335.00 6500 52 
SUDBURY $363.00 14300 573 $323.00 14300 58 
THUNDER BAY $451.00 10300 481 $326.00 10300 80 
TORONTO $559.00 364300 633 $483.00 364300 144 
WINDSOR $416.00 23200 363 $371.00 23200 197 
REMAINDER OF $382.00 257000 465 $316.00 257000 68 
ONTARIO 
PROVINCE $475.00 904500 4816 $410.00 904500 907 


& Differences are not statistically significant. 


NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 
Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 
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9. INTENTIONS TO PURCHASE A HOME 


This section examines tenant reasons for not purchasing a home. 
The respondents that indicated interest in purchasing a home were 
asked the maximum monthly mortgage payment they would be willing 


to make; and the current amount of money available for a down 
payment. 
HIGHLIGHTS 


Of those interested in purchasing a home, 20.4 per cent 
were willing to pay a maximum of $50,000. A similar 
number (19.4 per cent) were willing to pay more than 
o1107 000% 


Of respondents that are not considering purchasing a home, 
55.5 per cent thought it 'too expensive;' followed by 

17 per cent that considered themselves 'too old' and 

12.2 per cent that were satisfied with renting. 


Of respondents that indicated interest in purchasing a 
home, 25.8 per cent are willing to make a monthly 
mortgage payment of $750.00 and over. 


However, 40.7 per cent of those interested in purchasing 


a home have no down payment available and 23.8 per 
cent have $5,000 or less. 
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TABLE 9.1 . PLANS TO PURCHASE A HOME 


PLANS TO PURCHASE A HOME WHEN PLANNING TO PURCHASE 
NO YES SAMPLE 12 MONTHS 1 TO MORE THAN SAMPLE 
: SIZE OR LESS 2_YEARS 2 YEARS SIZE 
METRO AREA 
vA vA + vA vs % + 
HAMILTON 58.6 41.4 . 418 23.5 22.3 54.2 166 
KITCHENER $9.3 40.7 425 21.4 29.2 49.4 168 
LONDON 61.4 38.6 $70 16.9 24.9 58.5 217 
OSHAWA 52.5 47.5 415 27.3 26.3 46.4 194 
OTTAWA $9.2 40.8 497 18.2 24.2 57.0 198 
SAULT STE. MARIE 25u5 44.5 425 22.3 25.0 32.7 188 
SUDBURY 61.1 38.9 647 21.3 PPR) 55.4 249 
THUNDER BAY 56.4 43.6 $71 24.1 22.9 San 245 
TORONTO F 58.3 41.8 800 : 21.5 29.0 49.5 331 
WINDSOR $9.4 40.6 564 23.0 28.4 48.6 222 
REMAINDER OF 64.5 35.5 537 13.3 27.0 oar 186 
ONTARIO 
PROVINCE 58.9 41.1 5869 21.2 25.8 53.0 2364 
NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 
Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 
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TABLE 9.4 . MAXIMUM MONTHLY MORTGAGE PAYMENT WILLING TO MAKE 


LOW TO) $250.00 $350.00 $450.00 $550.00 $650.00 $750.00 POPULATION SAMPLE 


$249.00 $349.00 $449.00 $549.00 $649.00 $749.00 AND OVER ESTIMATES SIZE 
mae | le Or ar.) harem 
he he he vi he % vi # # 
HAMILTON Leo 4.5 Los 24.2 22.0. 18.9 12.9 58000 132 
KITCHENER er, 2.6 aby/gal 34.2 21.4 12.0 ali get 34000 alalyy 
Fee: 2.0 6.0 17.4 33.6 15.4 12.8 12.8 40100 149 
OSHAWA =i) rae 2.5 17.1 29.7 31.0 LOG 14600 158 
OTTAWA To3 ib, San 12.5 staf es 21.9 41.9 82200 160 
SAULT STE .MARIE 1.4 ied 24.3 36.4 ale ical SS) ag) 7.9 6500 140 
SUDBURY 3.1 11.8 31.8 30.3 14.4 2.6 6.2 14300 i95 
THUNDER BAY L.5 3.5 20.1 36.2 22.1 9.0 WES 10300 199 
TORONTO o== 4 2.9 9.1 16.1 28.5 43.0 364300 242 
WINDSOR 1.6 10.2 27.8 30.5 15.0 7.0 8.0 23200 187 
REMAINDER OF Hal 14.7 37.6 20.8 14.9 8.7 3.1 257000 133 
ONTARIO 
PROVINCE 15 Dee 15.0 17.0 16.9 19.7 25.8 904500 1812 


NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 
Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 


TABLE 9.5 . AMOUNT AVAILABLE FOR DOWN PAYMENT 


NONE $5,000 $5,001 $10,001 $15,001 $20,001 OVER SAMPLE 
OR LESS’ $10,000 $15,000 $20,000 $30,000 $30,000 SIZE 
METRO AREA 
h ve vA ve ve io vs + 
HAMILTON 46.8 26.6 11.5 4.3 269 4.3 3.6 139 
KITCHENER 42.4 30.3 17.4 6.1 5 8 i 132 
LONDON 50.3 27.6 12.0 Let 4.4 ae 359 181 
OSHAWA 41.5 28.7 18).1 3.5 2.9 18 3.5 172 
OTTAWA 48.1 19.8 13.6 6.2 1.2 6.2 4.9 162 
SAULT STE .MARIE 43.1 28.8 1b 1s) 4.4 3.1 358 4.4 160 
SUDBURY 47.8 23.0 12.4 4.8 2.9 3.8 Sis 209 
‘THUNDER BAY 44.1 26.6 13.6 6.2 4.5 2.3 2.8 LTT 
TORONTO 35.0 19, 2 13.2 11.3 fh) 5.4 8.9 257 
WINDSOR 38.1 28.6 14.3 He, Zh / 2.6 4.8 189 
REMAINDER OF 43.2 29.5 13.6 5.6 Ze7 2.8 2.7 144 
ONTARIO 
PROVINCE 40.7 23.8 13.4 7.8 4.5 4.2 Saf 1921 
NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 
Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 


10. SOCIO-ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS 


as section is divided in two parts, 10.1 General 
Characteristics and 10.2 Rent-to-Income Ratios. A more detailed 
examination of socio-economic characteristics is available in 
the third volume (Socio-Economic Characteristic. ) 


HIGHLIGHTS 
A majority of renters (56.1 per cent) are under the age 


of 35 years. 


* 
Non-family households make up 42.1 per cent of the renter 
population. 


A majority of renters (67.1 per cent) have household incomes 
of $30,000 or less. 


Almost three-quarters of renters (73.4 per cent) have 
rent-to-income ratios of less than 30 per cent. Almost 
10 per cent (7.4 per cent) of renters experience 
rent-to-income ratios greater than 50 per cent. 


* 
Non-family households are defined as a single person “or “a 
group of persons not related by blood Marriage or adoption. 
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TABLE 10.1.1. . DISTRIBUTION OF RENTER HOUSEHOLDS BY AGE OF HOUSEHOLD HEAD . & 


25 35 45 $5 60 65 70 POPULATION SAMPLE 

<25 34 44 54 $9 64 69 + ESTIMATES SIZE 
METRO AREA 

vA vA * % % % he vs + # 
HAMILTON 19.2 36.2 14.1 8.6 3.8 4.3 4.3 9.4 58000 417 
KITCHENER 22.9 32.2 16.4 9.3 3.3 3.3 5.4 Ip?) 34000 428 
LONDON 24.4 37.2 12.3 6.5 2.6 3.2 4.7 seal 40100 570 
OSHAWA 22.6 35.6 15.4 10.6 4.8 2.4 2.4 6.3 14600 416 
OTTAWA 49.2 41.0 14.3 8.2 4.4 4.4 3.8 4.6 82200 497 
SAULT STE .MARIE 22.2 33.2 14.7 9.3 4.2 3.3 5.6 VAS: 6500 428 
SUDBURY 21.3 33.7 16.3 od 4.9 4.8 4.3 4.9 14300 649 
THUNDER BAY 23.7 36.5 ils koe / S25 4.6 3.3 2.6 isinet 10300 570 
TORONTO 15.0 3975 19.2 8.9 4.4 4.6 2.8 ei) 364300 798 
WINDSOR 22.8 34.0 14.9 8.8 2.8 4.1 4.1 8.5 23200 565 
REMAINDER OF 21.9 34.4 15.6 rhe 4.9 1.4 SS) add 257000 S41 
ONTARIO 
PROVINCE 1879 37.2 16.7 8.3 4.4 Jas) 3.4 isle 904500 5879 


& Differences in table are not statistically significant. 


NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 
Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 
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TABLE 10.1.2. . DISTRIBUTION OF RENTER HOUSEHOLDS BY HOUSEHOLD TYPE 


ny 


FAMILY HOUSEHOLDS 
POPULATION SAMPLE 


With Children No Children Single Parent NON-FAMILY OTHER ESTIMATES SIZE 
METRO AREA 

% vA 5 Hg ve # + 
HAMILTON 21.1 21.8 8.5 48.2 S 58000 413 
KITCHENER 24.8 23.6 8.6 42.8 2 34000 428 
LONDON 77 22.4 5.6 nee » 40100 S71 
OSHAWA 26.7 24.8 11.4 56525 5 1.0 14600 412 
OTTAWA 20.4 23.6 8.7 46.2 4:2 82200 496 
SAULT STE .MARIE 24.3 26.6 10.3 38.3 5 6500 428 
SUDBURY 28.7 23.8 1ie2 35.8 5 14300 642 
THUNDER BAY bleep | 23.0 9.9 45.3 7 10300 565 
TORONTO 25.7 23.4 7.4 43.4 ‘5 364300 799 
WINDSOR 21.3 19.2 i162 48.0 4 23200 563 
REMAINDER OF 2317 26.7 1353 36.3 --- 257000 541 
ONTARIO 
PROVINCE 23.8 24.2 9.5 42.1 4 904500 5858 
NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 
Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 
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TABLE 10.1.3. . DISTRIBUTION OF GROUPED HOUSEHOLD INCOME 


LOW THRU $10,001 $20,001 $30,001 $40,001 $50,001 $60,001 POPULATION SAMPLE 
$10,000 $20,000 $30,000 $40,000 $50,000 $60,000 THRU HIGH ESTIMATES’ SIZE 


METRO AREA 

% he h vA he % he # + 
HAMILTON 16.8 28.6 25 7 18.6 5.6 21 2.7 $8000 339 
KITCHENER 14.2 34.3 28.9 13.0 6.0 2.1 Lo 34000 332 
LONDON 21.2 30.9 24.8 14.0 6.1 2.0 1.0 40100 492 
OSHAWA 1235 19).9 36.3 21.8 5.0 2.4 Ze 14600 377 
OTTAWA 8.4 20.2 277 24.6 8.9 4.6 525 82200 415 
SAULT STE .MARIE 19.1 30.3 26.1 16.3 4.5 a NA / 2.0 6500 356 
SUDBURY 22.5 25.8 28.5 14.2 4.9 2.4 8 14300 Bol 
THUNDER BAY 20.1 26.1 29.6 13.9 Teo atjat ET / 10300 467 
TORONTO 10.1 20.8 27.3 20.5 aiZ 3.6 6.3 364300 662 
WINDSOR 22.3 27k 24.0 15.2 heart ibs) eT 23200 479 
REMAINDER OF 21.4 38.2 19.4 11.6 6.2 3.0 ok 257000 387 
ONTARIO 
PROVINCE a7 27.1 2505 17.6 8.5 3.2 3.6 904500 4857 
NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 
Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 
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TABLE 10.1.5.A. . DESCRIPTIVE STATISTICS BY HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION 


FAMILY HOUSEHOLDS OTHER HOUSEHOLDS 
with without single NON NON SENIOR 

children children parent FAMILY SENIOR 65+ 
METRO AREA 
HAMILTON 
Aver. age of head 35 43 36 41 33 75 
Aver. Household size 4.0 2.1 2.9 1.3 1.4 1.0 
Aver. Rent $521 $414 $367 $364 $365 $364 & 
Median Income $28,500 $26,000 $13,500 $20,000 $22,000 $13,500 
Median Rent to : 
Income Ratio 21.5 18.0 28.5 21.0 & 18.0 30.5 
Median Rent Change 4.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 5.5 6.0 & 
KITCHENER 
Aver. age of head 34 36 36 41 32 7S 
Aver. Household size 3.8 Ze. 2-5 1.4 sb ial 
Aver. Rent $453 $424 $422 $351 $364 $307 
Median Income $24,000 $24,000 $17,750 $18,500 $18,750 $13,500 
Median Rent to 
Income Ratio 23.0 17.0 25.0 & 19.0 19.0 21.5 & 
Median Rent Change 6.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 & 
LONDON 
Aver. age of head 33 41 37 37 31 73 
Aver. Household size 3.8 Peal 2.4 D5 1.6 ha@ 
Aver. Rent $463 $437 $425 $387 $393 $361 & 
Median Income $24,000 $28,500 $17,000 $18,500 $18,500 $11,000 
Median Rent to 
Income Ratio ~ ORR 18.0 30.0 2255 22.0 30.0 
Median Rent Change 5.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 & 
OSHAWA, 
Aver. age of head 33 38 x4 40 32 76 
Aver. Household size 3.8 20. 3.0 1.3 1-5 1.0 
Aver. Rent $552 $467 $490 $448 $472 $360 
Median Income $28,500 $30,000 $23,250 $23,500 $23,500 $18,500 
Median Rent to 
Income Ratio 23.0 16.0 26.0 23.0 22.0 27.0 & 
Median Rent Change 5.0 5.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 & 


& Differences are not statistically significant. 


NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 
Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 
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TABLE 10.1.5.B. 


DESCRIPTIVE STATISTICS BY HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION 


FAMILY HOUSEHOLDS 


with without single NON NON SENIOR 

children children parent FAMILY SENIOR 65+ 
METRO AREA 
OTTAWA 
Aver. Age of Head 34 SI7/ 37 39 & 34 The 
Aver. Household Size We) ea Dah 5 1.6 150 
Aver. Rent $625 $562 $550 $488 $494 $441 & 
Median Income $31,500 $35,000 $24,000 $25,000 $26,000 $14,130 
Median Rent to 
Income Ratio 21.0 L835) 26.5 20.0 20.0 30.0 
Median Rent Change 5.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 & 6.0 6.5 & 
SAULT STE.MARIE 
Aver. Age of Head 32 42 34 42 34 74 
Aver. Household Size 3.6 2eF 2.9 re 1.4 1.0 
Aver. Rent $424 $426 $406 $350 $362 $315 
Median Income $23,500 $28,500 $13,000 $20,000 $23,000 $12,750 
Median Rent to 
Income Ratio 21.0 18.0 33.0 21.0 19.0 29.5 & 
Median Rent Change 3:0 4.0 5.5: 3.0 & 3.0 4.0 & 
SUDBURY 
Aver. Age of Head 34 41 38 38 o3 71 
Aver. Household Size 3.9 222 2.6 Leo iS 1.0 
Aver. Rent $397 $370 $352 $320 $322 $332 & 
Median Income $27,000 $24,000 $15,000 $15,000 $17,500 $10,000 
Median Rent to 
Income Ratio 1720) 16.0 24.0 2130 19.0 37.0 
Median Rent Change S30 5.0 3.5 4.5& 4.0 5.0 & 
THUNDER BAY 
Aver. Age of Head 32 39 36 37 32 74 
Aver. Household Size 4.0 Zak ith iL ae! ibe 25.0 
Aver. Rent $516 $455 $441 $379 $387 $351 & 
Median Income $29,000 $24,000 $13,500 $20,000 $21,000 $11,500 
Median Rent to 
Income Ratio 20.0 20.5 S55: 22.0 21.0 32S 
Median Rent Change 5.0 5.0 5.0 6.0 & 6.0 6.0 & 


& Differences are not statistically significant. 


NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 


Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 
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TABLE 10.1.5.C. 


DESCRIPTIVE STATISTICS BY HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION 


me * 


FAMILY HOUSEHOLDS 


OTHER HOUSEHOLDS 


with without single NON NON SENIOR 
children children parent FAMILY SENIOR 65+ 

METRO AREA 
TORONTO 
Aver. Age of Head 36 39 39 39 & 34 74 
Aver. Household Size 3.8 2a aA 1.4 LS) skal 
Aver. Rent $626 $526 $561 $501 $518 $394 
Median Income $30,000 $32,000 $22,750 $25,000 $28,000 $11,000 
Median Rent to 
Income Ratio 22.0 EG) 27-5 21.0 PBL) 38.0 
Median Rent Change 6.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 & 6.0 6.0 
WINDSOR 
Aver. Age of Head 32 41 38 39 33 73 
Aver. Household Size 3.8 PrBl, 2.6 aba! 1.4 1.0 
Aver. Rent $439 $417 $435 $367 $365 $389 
Median Income $28,500 $26,000 $13,500 $18,500 $19,000 $13,500 
Median Rent to : 
Income Ratio 16.0 18.0 34.0 23.5 21.0 31.0 
Median Rent Change 6.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 & 6.0 6.5 
REMAINDER OF ONTARIO 
Aver. Age of Head 32 40 33 44 31 74 
Aver. Household Size 4.0 2.1 2.8 ahs) 1.4 1.0 
Aver. Rent $408 $375 $401 $340 $337 $347 
Median Income $23,500 $18,500 $18,500 $13,500 $13,500 $18,500 
Median Rent to 
Income Ratio 20.0 21.0 33.0 25.0 24.0 26.0 
Median Rent Change 2.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
PROVINCE 
Aver. Age of Head x4 39 36 40 33 74 
Aver. Household Size 3.8 2.0 PACH is 1.4 hs 
Aver. Rent $532 $459 $464 $427 $440 $330 
Median Income $28,500 $28,500 $18,500 $21,000 $23,500 $13,500 
Median Rent to 
Income Ratio 21.0 19.0 29.0 22.0 21.0 28.0 
Median Rent Change 550 6.0 5.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 


& Differences are not statistically significant. 


NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 


Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 


TABLE 10.2.1. . GROUPED RENT TO INCOME RATIO BY CITY 


POPULATION SAMPLE 
<10% 10-19% ©620=29% «= 30-39% 40-49%" 50-557 60%+ ESTIMATES SIZE 


METRO AREA 

vA % % vs vi % vA 4 + 
HAMILTON 6.3 3927 74) | 14.2 6.0 2.8 2.2 58000 317 
KITCHENER 6.8 42.3 29.6 13.4 3.3 2.0 2.6 34000 307 
LONDON 3.4 38.6 29.7 a1 .9 Wool 5.8 3.4 40100 464 
OSHAWA 5.3 36.9 32.7 9.8 Deo 5.3 4.7 14600 358 
OTTAWA 2.8 42.8 35.8 9.6 3.0 3.0 3.0 82200 397 
SAULT STE .MARIE 6.1 37.6 26.2 TS 8.2 6.1 2.6 6500 343 
SUDBURY 8.2 44.6 26.2 8.9 Sieg: 2.8 3.4 14300 527 
THUNDER BAY 4.7 37.7 26.9 15:5 5.8 2.9 6.5 10300 446 
TORONTO ae7 37.4 32.5 12.8 5.4 3.5 3.8 364300 634 
WINDSOR 7.2 38.6 24.0 12.0 8.1 3.3 7.0 23200 459 
REMAINDER OF yas) 30.9 31.5 16.6 7.3 Sir 3.1 257000 364 
ONTARIO 
PROVINCE 5.0 36.8 31.6 13.4 5.8 3.9 3.5 904500 4616 
NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 
Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 
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TABLE 10.2.2 . DISTRIBUTION OF RENT TO INCOME RATIO BY HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION 


LESS THAN 30% AND POPULATION SAMPLE 
METRO AREA 30% GREATER ESTIMATES SIZE 
————— eee 
h % # # 
HAMILTON Family with children 73.4 26.6 58000 316 & 
Family no children 82.3 Bhp ow | 
Non- family U5) 23.8 
KITCHENER Family with children 73.8 26.2 34000 307 & 
Family no children 86.6 13.4 
Non- family 82.7 eh ae) 
LONDON Family with children 68.4 31.6 40100 464 
: Family no children 86.8 a2 
Non- family 71.4 28.6 
OSHAWA Family with children 74.5 PASE 14600 355 
Family no children 86.5 13.5 
Non- family 73.6 26.4 
OTIAWA Family with children 75.4 24.6 82200 397 
Family no children 85.9 14.1 
Non- family 85.8 14.2 
SAULT STE.MARIE Family with children 66.1 3359 6500 343 & 
Family no children 18.3 PAE 
Non- family 70.2 29.8 
SUDBURY Family with children 83.4 16.6 14300 526 
Family no children 84.8 Loe 
Non- family ater, 28.3 
THUNDER BAY Family with children 68.1 3129 10300 443 & 
Family no children 76.9 23.1 
Non- family W223 Flos 
TORONTO Family with children 73.0 27.0 364300 631 
Family no children 80.7 1953 
Non- family Oe 24.3 
WINDSOR Family with children plat 28.9 23200 457 & 
Family no children 87.5 12-5 
Non- family 66.5 33.5 
REMAINDER OF Family with children 69.6 30.4 257000 364 & 
ONTARIO Family no children 77.4 22.6 
Non- family 64.5 357-5 
PROVINCE Family with children Waive 27.8 904500 4603 
Family no children 81.0 19.0 
Non- family 74.0 26.0 


& Differences are not statistically significant. 


NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 
2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 
Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 
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TABLE 10.2.3. . PER CENT OF RENTERS PAYING 30% AND GREATER OF THEIR INCOME TOWARDS RENT BY HOUSEHOLD SIZE 


ONE Two THREE FOUR FIVE + SAMPLE 

PERSON PERSON PERSON PERSON PERSON SIZE 
METRO AREA 

% vA % % vi + 

HAMILTON 40.5 24.3 13.5 12.2 o> 74 & 
KITCHENER 36.7 30.0 15.0 10.0 8.3 60 & 
LONDON 36.7 30.8 16.7 alal7/ 4.2 120 & 
OSHAWA, 32.9 20.7 20.7 ale {nau 8.5 82 & 
OTTAWA 29.0 29.0 20.3 17.4 4.3 69 & 
SAULT STE .MARIE 30.0 30.0 23.0 13.0 4.0 100 & 
SUDBURY 42.1 29.9 15.0 10.3 2.8 107 
THUNDER BAY 32.8 35.2 20.0 8.8 Sh 74 125 & 
TORONTO 34.0 29.4 19.0 Lies Sra) 153 & 
WINDSOR 45.0 30.2 14.0 7.8 < Sop 129 & 
REMAINDER OF 34.6 34.4 10.3 13.8 6.9 110 & 
ONTARIO 
PROVINCE 34.8 30.7 1557 12.6 6.2 1129 


Differences are not statistically significant. 


NOTES 


Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 
Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 
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TABLE 10.2.4 


PER CENT OF SENIOR (65+) HOUSEHOLDS BY FAMILY TYPE PAYING 30% AND GREATER OF THEIR INCOME TOWARDS RENT 


& Differences are not statistically significant. 


NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


SAMPLE 
FAMILY HOUSEHOLD NON-FAMILY SIZE 
METRO AREA 
% % + 
HAMILTON Senior (65+) 21.4 78.6 14 & 
Non-senior 53.4 46.6 58 & 
KITCHENER Senior (65+) 30.0 70.0 10 & 
Non-senior 68. 32.0 50 & 
LONDON Senior (65+) 22.2 77.8 18 & 
‘ Non-senior 45. 54.1 98 & 
OSHAWA. Senior (65+) Vw) 75.0 8 & 
Non-senior 65.3 34.7 72 & 
OTTAWA Senior (65+) 26 87.5 8 & 
i Non-senior Ores 29.8 57 
SAULT STE.MARIE Senior (65+) 42. Cyfsal 14 & 
Non-senior ical 32.9 82 & 
SUDBURY Senior (65+) 2728 ae, 18 
Non-senior 56.3 43.7 87 
THUNDER BAY Senior (65+) 41.2 58.8 17 & 
Non-senior 58.8 41.2 102 & 
TORONTO Senior (65+) 42.9 Sink 28 & 
Non-senior 59.8 40.2 117 & 
WINDSOR Senior (65+) 35) 65.0 20 & 
Non-senior 44.1 55.9 102 
REMAINDER OF Senior (65+) 39.9 60.0 19 & 
ONTARIO Non-senior 60.7 Sons 87 & 
PROVINCE Senior (65+) Size 62.8 174 
Non-senior 59.6 40.4 912 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 
Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 
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Lie TECHNICAL APPENDIX 


Te eee rcrOQUC Gao 


The 1985 Rental Market Survey Report is based on an analysis of 
selected data from 5,948 interviews in 10 Ontario municipal areas 
and a province-wide sample. Table 11.1 indicates the number of 
completed interviews and completion rates in each survey city. 


Telephone Ww interviews “Were ‘conducted “during «October: 1985, by. 
Canadian Facts from their central location telephone facilities 
in Toronto, London, Hamilton and Ottawa. Interviewers were 
selected, trained and supervised specifically for the survey. 
Both supervisors and interviewers were given extensive training 
in the area of questionnaire terms, refusal handling, language 
problems and call back procedures. Ministry staff were present 
during the training and interviewing phases of the survey. 


iie2’ “study Population 


The study population for this survey were renter households, 
defined as those individuals who paid a specified amount to 


secure? occupancy," but “not'oownership, “of wthervdwelkiing iduring 
October 1985. Renters whose rents are subsidized by government or 
employers were excluded from the population. Due to the 


telephone interviewing methodology, households without access to 
a telephone are also excluded. 


Independent samples were specified for each of the following 
areas: Hamilton, Kitchener, London, Oshawa, Ottawa, Sudbury, 


Thunder Bay, Toronto, and Windsor Census Metropolitan Areas; the 
Sault Ste. Marie Census Agglomerate, and the remainder of Ontario. 


11.3. Sample Design 


In“constructing a” probability sample wifoni thesiuntverse ithe 
following conditions were required: 


Each household in the universe had to have a known 
probability for being included in the sample. 


Selection probabilities must be equal within each 
municipal area and the remainder of Ontario. 


No arbitrary judgement could be exercised in determining 
which households or individuals were included. 


Sample selection was conducted by a replicated probability Plus 
Digit telephone directory method. 


The overall sampling method can be termed a stratified random 
sample with simple random selection. 
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al TECHNICAL APPENDIX 


11.4 SAMPLING 


The consultant, Canadian Facts, used the services of Compusearch 
to obtain a listing of postal codes for each of the ten city 
areas. The postal code definitions provided by Compusearch were 


used by Teledirect . to! select: from their » White, Pages, List 
service the telephone numbers for the ten selected cities. The 
remainder of the white pages data base constituted the 'Remainder 
of Ontario' sample. Compusearch and Teledirect are Toronto based 
survey) research firms: The sampling technique for Thunder Bay 
CMA proved unworkable, and a second sample was drawn. The 
replacement sample was conducted by a replicated probability Plus 
Digit telephone directory method. 


Teledirect first determined the population size for each of the 
eleven areas. For each area, a selection interval was determined 
by dividing the total number of households by the required gross 
sample size. The gross sample size for each area included 
provision for not-in-service, non-residential, non-qualifiers 
and non-completions due to refusal, not-at-home etc. The 
selected telephone numbers for each of the eleven sample areas 
were provided to Canadian Facts in a computer readable form. 


LES 3 Household Contact and Respondent Selection 


At the interviewing stage, the households were screened to 
determine if it was a principal residence, and to select as the 
respondent the head of household most familiar with rental 
information. Tenant households were also screened to eliminate 
those receiving a rent subsidy through the government or their 
employer. 


Ore Call Back Procedure 


To minimize non-response bias, up to nine calls were made to 
obtain a completed interview. In the case of the Thunder Bay 
replacement sample the maximum was reduced to six calls. No 
substitution of telephone numbers was. permitted. Im, order ‘to 
screen out non-residential numbers from the sample frame, each of 
the randomly selected telephone numbers received one daytime 
weekday call at the beginning of the interviewing schedule. 


11.7. Refusal/Language Treatment 


A special team of interviewers was assigned to call back on 


refusals. Attempts were also made to re-contact language 
problems with an interviewer with the appropriate language 
facilitys The main other language requirements were Italian, 
Portuguese and French. Interviewers were provided with written 


translations for the main terms and definitions used in the 
survey instruments. 
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: i TECHNICAL APPENDIX 
11.8. Weighting Procedures 
True provincial level statistics can be calculated from the 


simple random stratified sample design. 


Calculation of provincial statistics requires the use of case 


weights. Weights are required, because the sample allocation for 
each’. metropolitan areayy is’ = not proportionalmtom-theenumber: of 
households residing in the area. Non-proportional allocation is 


used to ensure that substantial numbers of interviews are 
completed in each area. Large samples must be provided in each 
metropolitan area to allow calculation of reliable statistics for 
each area. 


The following procedure was used to calculate provincial case 
weights. 


Reduce the 1981 Census: count of rental units in each area by 
the number of publicly and privately subsidized units. The 
reduced Census counts are estimates of the total number of 
private market rental households in each area. 


Case weights are obtained by dividing the estimates of 
private market households in each area by the final sample 


sizes. 
The 'Remainder of Ontario' group required additional weighting 
procedures. A .sample.of 404 renters.in»the 807 telephone area 
were interviewed as part of the Thunder Bay Sample. The cases 


later proved to be outside the Thunder Bay Census Metropolitan 
Area. 


The 404 cases were added to the 'Remainder of Ontario' sample. 
Cases in each sample received weights proportionate to population 
Size. 


11.9 Imputation 


The total amount of rent variable is imputed. Total rent includes 
extra‘charges) “for swutiblithes) sand )wervices: which, ane,» paid in 
addition “to, -thert basic rent: 


Approximately 200 respondents indicated that various separate 
charges were paid, but the amounts were unknown. Missing separate 
charges were imputed on the basis of median values of charges 
within *simider “inie size randMbullding etypexcategories. 
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11.10 Significance Tests 


The tables contain indicators (&) where sample differences fail 
to achieve statistical significance. Only the most general tests 
were calculated, and the results are included only to serve as 
guides. Provincial level statistics were not included in any 
tests. The following types of tests were calculated: 


Differences among means ANOVA 
Differences among medians Kruskal-Wallis 


Differences among ordinal frequency 
distributions Kruskal-Wallis 


Differences among nominal frequency 
distributions Chi-Squared 


The ‘Remainder of Ontario' sample presents a special case for 
statistical testing. The sample consists of two sub-samples where 
selection probabilities “are: not “proportional. “to size. Case 
weights were applied to achieve proportional representation. 


The total sample contains 541 cases, but case weights for one 
sub-sample are small relative to the other sub-sample. A sample 
size of 541. was used for significance tests, which imvolved the 
‘Remainder of Ontario' sample. However, more precise Significance 
testing should use an effective sample size of approximately 175. 
A smaller effective sample size is appropriate due to the 
difference between sub-sample case weights. 


The difference between total and effective sample sizes should 
not affect results of the general testing conducted. However, the 
smaller effective sample size should be used in more specific 
Ceseang, 


11.11 Response Rates 


Survey response rates by city are contained in Table 11.1. 


The response rates are calculated for combined samples of owners 
and renters. Separate rates for owners and renters cannot be 
calculated without the use of gross estimates for percentages of 
owners and renters among non-completed interviews. The tenure of 
non-respondents frequently is not known. 


Interviews in the 'Did Not Qualify' category are considered to 
be completed interviews for the purpose of calculating response 


rates. The interviews are completed in the sense that screening 
questions were administered, and the interviews terminated 
normally. 
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Response rates are not corrected for the percentage of 
non-completions who are likely not to qualify for an interview. 
such corrections would serve to increase calculated response 
races: 


An alternative method of response rate calculation is to reduce 
the number of -total potential, completions by the ~ number of 
non-qualifying respondents. The method produces lower response 
rates. However, the procedure is more sensitive to the number 
of unidentified non-qualifying respondents who are grouped in 
the 'Non-completion' category. Corrections would’ increase 
calculated response rates substantially. 
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TABLE 11.2 . SAMPLE DISTRIBUTION BY BEDROOM COUNT . 


ONE TWO THREE FOUR OR MORE SAMPLE 

BACHELOR BEDROOM BEDROOM — BEDROOM BEDROOM OTHER SIZE 
METRO AREA 

% yA % wh v4 v4 # 

HAMILTON 2.9 36.1 36.8 20.6 3.6 as 418 
KITCHENER 248 27.6 48.4 17.5 4.2 oe 428 
LONDON 3.0 33.2 41.8 18.9 3. --< 572 
OSHAWA 72 25.1 40.2 29.4 ee =. 415 
OTTAWA 4.6 30.9 33.1 27.9 3.6 = 499 
SAULT STE .MARIE 3.0 31.3 46.0 17.5 Son =e 428 
SUDBURY 4.2 26.9 43.1 2253 3.7 oe 648 
THUNDER BAY 2:6 35.9 38.0 19.9 3.5 = 568 
TORONTO 5.9 2 5 39.0 19.5 3.1 = 802 
WINDSOR 4.2 37.1 38.2 17.8 re, ae 566 
REMAINDER OF 125 24.7 46.7 20.7 6.4 Ste 541 
ONTARIO 
PROVINCE 3.9 30.2 41.1 20.7 4.2 = 5885 


NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 
Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 
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TABLE 11.4 i . SAMPLE DISTRIBUTION BY BUILDING SIZE 


UNITS 

< 6 6 TO 20 TO 50 TO 200 OR SAMPLE 

UNITS 19 49 199 MORE SIZE 
METRO AREA 

he vA % % he + 

HAMILTON 578 LSe2 18.8 44.8 15.2 223 
KITCHENER 14.0 31.0 1927 2923 6.1 229 
LONDON Dae O57 7nee) 52.6 10.3 310 
OSHAWA Tink 22.7 13.1 49.5 HAAS 198 
OTTAWA 10.7 18.4 6.6 28.7 Soi, 244 
SAULT STE .MARIE 19.6 26.5 24.5 28.9 AS 204 
SUDBURY 27.2 26.5 8.6 34.8 2.9 279 
THUNDER BAY 20.2 27.8 25.0 25.4 1.6 252 
TORONTO 3.8 9.6 13.4 39.6 33.6 447 
WINDSOR 9.6 ale) sah 23.5 38.2 9.6 293 
REMAINDER OF 20.2 23.8 30.9 25.1 vos 208 
ONTARIO 
PROVINCE 355 15.8 i871 35.8 20.7 2887 


NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 
Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 


TABLE 11.5 . SAMPLE DISTRIBUTION BY HOUSEHOLD SIZE 


ONE Two THREE FOUR OR SAMPLE 
PERSON PERSON PERSON MORE PERSON SIZE 


METRO AREA 

he h vA % + 
HAMILTON 37.9 3153 13.8 16.9 419 
KITCHENER 31.9 34.7 15.4 the) Ge) 429 
LONDON 36.6 S727 a7 14.0 $73 
OSHAWA 28.6 sins: 18.8 21.2 416 
OTTAWA 32-7 35.3 18.8 13.2 499 
SAULT STE.MARIE SB 1 33.8 18.2 16.3 429 
SUDBURY Zon5 34.0 17.4 20.2 650 
THUNDER BAY 33.0 35.1 14.8 17.0 569 
TORONTO 30.7 34.5 17.4 17.4 805 
WINDSOR 37.5 Sie 16.6 14.0 565 
REMAINDER OF PY) Af 37.3 16.3 18.6 541 
ONTARIO 
PROVINCE 30.9 35.2 16.6 ag] 47 5895 


NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 
Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 
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TABLE 11.6 . SAMPLE DISTRIBUTION BY TYPE OF HOUSEHOLD 


EAMILY NON SAMPLE 
HOUSEHOLD FAMILY SIZE 
METRO AREA 
% % # 

HAMILTON 51.3 48.7 413 
KITCHENER 57.0 43.0 428 
LONDON 45.7 $4.3 $71 
OSHAWA 62.9 S7eL ; 412 
OTTAWA 52.6 47.4 496 
SAULT STE .MARIE 61.2 38.8 428 
SUDBURY 63.7 36.3 642 
THUNDER BAY 54.0 46.0 565 
TORONTO 56.4 43.6 799 
WINDSOR ola? 48.3 563 
REMAINDER OF 63.7 36.3 541 
ONTARIO 

PROVINCE Sze > 42.5 5858 


NOTES 


1) Statistics and sample sizes may differ from table to table due to rounding procedures and missing data. 


2) Population estimates equal the number of private market rental households. 
Estimates are calculated from 1981 Census statistics minus households having rent subsidies. 


2k DEFINITIONS 


The analysis in this report uses the following definitions. The 
definitions conform to Statistics Canada definitions found in the 
1981 Census Dictionary. 


Head of Household Refers to the person interviewed 
that was most familiar with 
houscholdrand) rental intonrmatcion. 


Family Households This grouping, contorms to the 
Census definition of an Economic 
Family, referring to a group of 
two or more persons who live in 
the same dwelling and are related 
to each other by blood, marriage 
and adoption. Persons living 
common-law are included in this 
grouping. 


Non-Family One person who lives alone ina 

Households private dwelling or to a group 
of persons who occupy a private 
dwelling. 


Rent Refers to regular cash rent paid 
by tenant households in October 
1984 (non-movers) and October 1985 
(all respondents). The total rent 
figures include any charges paid 
such as parking, hydro, water, gas 
etc... 


Charges . This: grouping includes any 
payments made in addition to rent 
such as water; hydro; gas; oil; 
cable; parking; recreation 
PAC MeneLesr 


Building Size This grouping refers to the number 
Of winite InearmuLerp lesions ec 
dwelling. Duplexes, have been 
included in the less than six 
units category. 


Movers Movers are those that did not 

and Non-movers occupy the same dwelling during 
October, 1984. Non-movers are 
those that occupied the same 
dwelling in October 19384" 
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ue DEFINITIONS 


Income 


This includes the total income of 
the household, for 1984. of all 
persons in the household before 
taxes. Those respondents who were 
unable or not willing to provide 
actual 1984 income were asked to 
identify whether the household 
income was above or below a 
pre-determined income,and further 
still a general income 
grouping.Reported income was 
incresed by 4.4% to allow for 
infvlatiton: 
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